The 
Introduction
The transmission of National Accounts to Eurostat, in the field of Supply, Use and Input-Output tables, for each Member State of the European Union was established as compulsory by the European System of Accounts (ESA95).
The national Supply and Use tables (SUT) are annually required and the Symmetric Input-Output tables (SIOT) at every five years. The standardized format of reporting has 64 industries (NACE rev.2) and 64 products (CPA 2008) . 
Methodological Aspects about Aggregation of National Input-Output Tables at EU Level
Each EU member state transmits to Eurostat the Supply and Use tables in basic prices and purchaser prices. Problems of aggregation process are related to lack of the same basic prices for indicators of the Supply and Use tables reported to Eurostat by the EU member states. Another difficult aspect is that of transforming the indicators from Use tables in purchaser prices to basic prices and also the lack of public sources of data. The Use table must separate the import use and the domestic use part. The total uses at basic prices have to be split into domestic and imports intermediate and uses of final demand. The imports and exports of each country must be separated from domestic supply and use. The recorded data of imports and exports are not separated for each member state. The usual data sources are the external trade data and the balance of payments data.
The Import Use table has separated the intra-EU import use table and an extra-EU import use table. By aggregation at EU economy level there are considered all domestic use tables, intra-EU import use, and extra-EU import use tables.
The sum of intra-EU import uses with the intra-EU export supply totals should be equal from the theoretical point of view, but in practice there are differences caused by the valuation methods and the reports of different countries. After checking and neglecting the intra-EU import use and intra-EU export supply, the data is rebalanced and the differences are considered to extra-EU level, as the rest of world.
The flows of trade sector must be corrected because the intra-EU trade is considered to be at EU level as EU internal inter-sectoral flows (Thalassinos and Pociovalisteanu, 2009, Pociovalisteanu et al. 2009 ).
The consolidated EU Supply and Use Table ( SUT) for EU-27 was obtained by aggregating domestic SUT of each EU country and intra-EU import use and export supply tables.
The exports in the aggregate table are recorded in basic prices and the imports are valued in cost-insurance-freight prices. When merging the intra-EU import table and the domestic intermediate table of each country, they have to be in the same prices. The difference in valuation appears when the domestic table and the intra-EU exports in basic prices are balancing the intra-EU import table in c.i.f. prices. Between exports in basic prices and imports in cost-insurance-freight prices there are the following addings: taxes less subsidies paid in the country of export, trade and transport margins for transportation to the border of the exporting country, and international trade and transport margins for the transport to the border of the importing country.
The situation when the value of exporting country does not match that of the importing country for the same trade flow is called the mirror trade statistics puzzle. The exports in free-on-board prices imply structural differences when they become imports in cost-insurance-freight prices. These structural differences envisage the international trade and transport margins added to the price of goods across national borders. For the exporting country (f.o.b.), the trade and transport services are recorded on row to the services sectors. For the importing country (c.i.f.), the trade and transit margins used to transport are included in the price of goods to the corresponding industry, respectively activity sector.
Even the balancing of the trade and transport margins recorded as exports by a country and that part included in imported goods by another country, there will be some differences when foreign carriers are doing trade and transport services. There are also other reasons as: methodological differences, statistical issues, different practices, lags, currency conversion rates which cause the difference between export and import values at EU level. ("Technical Documentation eeSUIOT project: Creating consolidated and aggregated EU27 Supply, Use and Input-Output Tables,  adding environmental extensions (air emissions) 
Condensed Input-Output Tables for EU Economy, in 2010 and 2011
The approach product-by-product is considered to be important for symmetric inputoutput Table 1 for 2010 and Table 2 for 2011.
The condensed form of economic structure of European Union in 2010 and 2011, is considering the following six sectors, as in the Supply and Use Tables at basic prices of EU27 for the year 2000 at current prices, millions euro ("Technical Documentation eeSUIOT project: Creating consolidated and aggregated EU27 SUIOT", Eurostat, http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/cache/metadata/Annexes/naio_esms_ an1.pdf): -Agriculture: Products of agriculture, forestry, fisheries and aquaculture (A+B); -Manufacturing: Products of mining and quarrying, manufactured products and energy products (C+D+E); -Construction: Constructions and construction works (F); -Trade: Wholesale and retail trade, repair services, hotel and restaurant services, transport and communication services (G+H+I); -Business services: Financial intermediation services, real estate, renting and business services (J+K); -Other services (L to U).
This condensed presentation form of the European Union economy can offer some insights of the structural aspects of the six sectors. The consideration of imports extra-EU and intra-EU, and also the exports intra-EU and extra-EU is solved by some adjusting balancing procedures ("Technical Documentation eeSUIOT project:
Creating consolidated and aggregated EU27 SUIOT", Eurostat & Joint Research Centre, http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/cache/metadata/Annexes/naio_esms_an1.pdf).
European GDP was calculated for both analyzed years: 2010 and 2011, based on the condensed tables obtained from the input-output tables of domestic output and imports.
European Union GDP, in 2010 and 2011
The European GDP, valued at market prices can be determined in the three ways, based on the data from Table 1, for 2010 and from Table 2 The calculated values of EU GDP are presented for the three approaches in both Table 1, for 2010 and Table 2 , for 2011.
The evolution of European Union GDP at constant prices 2010, in millions euro ("GDP and main components", http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/data/database) during the period 2000-2014 is presented in Figure 1 . On the secondary axis there are shown the dynamic indices with fix base in year 2000.
The economic crisis from the end of 2008 is obviously seen in Figure 1 ; the falling year 2009 has changed the tendency of EU development, having to be recovered in a long period.
Input Coefficients for EU Economy, in 2010 and 2011
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The indicators in quadrant I, of the two Input -Output tables, are the intermediates representing the inter-industry flows of goods and services from the row producer sector i, to the column consumer sector j.
The structure of production activity of each sector is described by the input coefficients and output coefficients, which can show the forward and the backward linkages between sectors.
The input coefficients, a ij , are calculated by dividing each entry of the rows, x ij , by the corresponding column total, x j . The input coefficients for domestic intermediates of each sector are defined as: a ij = x ij /x j , where: a ij = input coefficient for domestic goods and services of sector j from sector i (i=1, 6; j=1, 6) x ij = flow of domestic commodity i to sector j x j = output of sector j
The meaning of the input coefficient a ij , is the value of the used products of sector i, to produce one unit of output j. The input coefficients, seen on the column of a sector, show the cost structure of the output of that sector, showing the shares of costs for goods and services of the other sectors, and for primary inputs.
The input coefficients on column, for each sector, show the direct requirements for EU intermediates from the other sectors, for obtaining one unit of final demand in that sector. These input coefficients are the "technical" coefficients of a matrix, A. The input coefficients on the diagonal of matrix are the intra-sectoral consumption, meaning the EU intermediates produced and consumed within each sector, as direct effects of intermediates. Table 3 and 4 contains the input coefficients for the analyzed years: 2010 and 2011.
The sectoral own consumption in Agriculture is the lowest face to the other sectors, in both analyzed years: 11.13% in 2010 and 10.48% in 2011. The internal consumption of Manufacturing is the greatest face to the other sectors, almost the same, around 33%, in both years. Business services had almost the same weight of 22%; in Construction, the internal consumption decreased from 18.3% in 2010 to 16.9% in 2011. The own consumption in Trade had the same tendency of decreasing from 16.8% in 2010 to 15.8% in 2011, and the sector Other services had kept at around 14%.
Agriculture sector had bought from Manufacturing sector the proportion of 18.7% of its output in 2010 and 17.5% in 2011. Only Construction sector had used around 19% of its output in both years, from Manufacturing sector, face to all other sectors which had the greatest proportions of output allocated for their own consumption.
The direct effects of EU intermediates in the sectoral output varied in 2010 between 33% in Other services and 59% in Manufacturing; in 2011, between 31% in Other services and 58.5% in Manufacturing. Almost all sectors had recorded slowly decreasing of their input coefficients in 2011 face to 2010, except Business services, the only one which had a very low increase with less that 0.5%, in 2011 face to 2010.
At EU economy level, the intermediate proportion in the whole EU output was 46.4%, in 2010, and had decreased at 45.1%, in 2011. The decreasing of the production cost of EU sectors and at EU level represents a good aspect of saving resources.
Output Multipliers of EU Economy, in 2010 and 2011
The Leontief matrix (I -A), where A is the technological matrix of input coefficients and I is the unit matrix, shows the input direct requirements for EU intermediates.
The ones on the diagonal of unit matrix, I, signify one unit of final demand of each sector. On the diagonal of Leontief matrix, there are the proportions of net output of sectors for all the other sectors. These proportions are calculated for each sector, as a difference between the one unit of its final demand and its intern consumption for obtaining it. The results have positive signs and represent the output produced for the other sectors and implicitly their revenues. All the other coefficients of Leontief matrix are negative, meaning costs for the input requirements.
The Leontief matrices for EU economy, in 2010 and 2011 are presented in Table 5 and Table 6 .
The direct requirements for EU intermediate production are the highest for Agriculture, both in 2010 and 2011, of about 89%. Agriculture is the most important sector for all the others. The percentages on the diagonal were mostly the same for all sectors, in both years. After the highest level of Agriculture, the sectors can be mentioned, in descending order of their direct requirements: Other services with 85% -86%, Trade with 83% -84%, Construction with 81% -83%, followed by Business services with 77% and Manufacturing with 66%. The direct and indirect input requirements of the EU economy are presented for 2010, in Table 7 and for 2011, in Table 8 .
An output multiplier of sector j is the sum of productions of all sectors of EU economy, from all stages of production in order to produce one unit of final demand The intern values of the direct and indirect requirements of sectors from the diagonal of the inverse Leontief matrix represent own revenues: one unit of its final demand and their own direct and indirect requirements for EU intermediates products. The decreasing values on the matrix diagonal show that all sectors except Manufacturing, had diminished their own costs by decreasing their own direct and indirect requirements for intermediate production. This is a positive aspect of increasing the efficiency and productivity of sectors. The intern direct and indirect requirements of Manufacturing sector are the greatest, followed by Business services, Trade, Construction, Other services and Agriculture -the same order in both analyzed years.
The output multiplier represents the cumulative revenues of each sector: one unit of final demand of the sector and the direct and indirect requirements for intermediate production of the other sectors.
The results put in evidence that Manufacturing sector has the greatest requirements, but also it is generating the highest effects in EU economy.
The reduced direct and indirect production requirements of all sectors in EU economy in 2011 can be interpreted as an increasing of global economic efficiency at EU level.
Inputs of Production Activities in EU Economy, in 2010 and 2011
The input coefficients of domestic production, of import, of the supply calculated as sum of domestic production, import and taxes less subsidies on products, and the input coefficients of income and gross fixed capital formation -are presented for 2010 and 2011, in Table 9 .
The sectoral input coefficients for domestic intermediates goods and services for production have decreased in almost all sectors, varying between the lowest value of 0.2% in Business services to the greatest of 3.5% in Agriculture. At EU level, the input coefficient of domestic production decreased with 1.2% from 46.3% to 45.1%.
The weights of imported goods and services have increased in almost all sectors; at EU level, the increasing of imports in 2011 was higher with 0.5% face to 2010.
The sectoral intermediate consumption at EU level have decreased in 2011, especially for Agriculture, with 3.05% face to 2010, amount which is found in favor of value added in Agriculture. Slowly increasing of value added were recorded, less in Business services, where the Taxes less subsidies on products have been increased from 1.8% to 2%. The investments -Consumption of fixed capital, have kept almost the same weights, at all sectors.
In order to find the direct and indirect effects of all the inputs, the vectors of input coefficients, B, for each input of production activities are multiplied by the inverse matrix Leontief, using the equation
, where z is the vector of output multipliers. Table 10 , contains the output multipliers for EU production activities, in 2010. On the first row of Table 10 , the coefficients of final demand are the ones, because the effects of inputs are calculated for obtaining one unit of final demand.
The sum of output multipliers of Domestic intermediates, Imported goods and services and Taxes less subsidies on products, gives the direct and indirect effects of Intermediate consumption of each sector, throughout economy.
The sector of Other services had the lowest value of direct and indirect effect throughout EU economy face to the other sectors, in 2010. For each final demand of 1,000,000 euro in this sector, the direct and indirect effects are of 1,604,400 euro. The requirements of 604,400 euro for the domestic intermediates, plus 44,000 euro for imports -the lowest value of all sectors, and plus the lowest taxes of 26,600 euro, are summing 674,900 euro for intermediate consumption. This sector generated the greatest Value added of all sectors, of 929,500 euro, from which a Net operating surplus of 250,600 euro, with 161,200 investment and compensation for employees of 512,700 euro. The sum of 674,900 euro for intermediate consumption and the value added of 929,500 euro gives 1,604,400 euro. This value includes the direct effect of 367,100 euro (input coefficients in Table 9 , Other services, in 2010).
The greatest value of direct and indirect effect throughout EU economy, face to the other sectors, in 2010, belongs to the Manufacturing sector, where for each 1 million euro in EU economy 2.1947 million euro was generated. In order, Construction, Agriculture, Trade and Business services were followed by Other services.
Concluding about the sectors with the greatest value added, the order of sectors reverses and the sectors of services bring over the highest values, Manufacturing being on the last place.
Applying the model of input-output analysis: Z = B·(I -A)
-1 ·Y = z·Y, the vector z, of output multipliers is multiplied by the diagonal matrix of sectoral final demand, Y; the theoretical values of all inputs are obtained, in Table 11 . These theoretical values can be compared with the corresponding real indicators and some structural deviations face to the calculated values, using the input-output model, can be noticed.
The sectors of Agriculture, Manufacturing and Business services have had greater outputs than the theoretical expected; the other sectors recorded lower values than the theoretical ones.
The mentioned sectors have had also domestic intermediates and imports higher than planned through the input-output analysis model, and as a consequence, also the intermediate consumption was greater in these three sectors. For Manufacturing sector, the value added was less than its theoretical value. The highest value added and also greater than the theoretical ones, were in order for: Other services, Trade, Business services and Agriculture. The sectors of Manufacturing and Construction were below their theoretical values.
In 2011, the output multipliers of inputs in production activities of all sectors, presented in Table 12 , were lower than those of 2010, in favor of the import multipliers in increasing for all sectors.
In 2011, the same sector of Other services had the lowest value of direct and indirect effect throughout EU economy face to the other sectors. For each final demand of 1,000,000 euro in this sector, the direct and indirect effects are of 1,561,100 euro. The requirements of 561,100 euro for the domestic intermediates, plus 47,300 euro for imports -the lowest value of all sectors, and plus the taxes of 29,800 euro, greater than those for Manufacturing, Agriculture, and Construction -totalized 638,200 euro for Intermediate consumption. As a consequence, this sector had the greatest Value added in 2011, of 922,900 euro, from which the Net operating surplus of 249,800 euro, which is lower face to that of 2010. The investments of this sector were approximately the same as in 2010, but the compensation for employees of 505,100 euro is lower than in 2010. The sum of 638,200 euro for Intermediate consumption and the Value added of 922,900 euro gives 1,561,100 euro. In 2011, only in Trade sector, the compensation for employees was slowly greater than in Other services sector.
In 2011, the greatest value of direct and indirect effects throughout EU economy was in Manufacturing sector, but lower than in previous year. The order of the other sectors was the same as in 2010: Construction, Agriculture, Trade and Business services were followed by Other services.
Concluding about the value added, the sectors with the greatest values are also the sectors of services, Manufacturing having the lowest added value for 1 million euro of final demand.
Almost all the analyzed indicators of direct and indirect effects of inputs, presented in Table 13 , were greater in 2011, face to 2010, proving the ascending tendency of EU GDP evolution. The values of final demand of all sectors were higher in 2011, face to 2010, but the total of Domestic intermediates was lowest than in 2010. Only in the sectors of Manufacturing and Business services, the Domestic intermediates were higher than in 2010. These changes have affected the coefficients of technological matrix, A, which describes the relationships between the EU economic sectors, in 2011.
In 2011, as also in 2010, the same sectors of Agriculture, Manufacturing and Business services have had greater outputs than the theoretical expected; their Domestic intermediates and Imports were higher than the theoretical ones, and also their Intermediate consumption, than planned.
The highest Value added and meantime greater than the theoretical calculated, was for Other services, and in order for: Business services and Agriculture. The sectors of Manufacturing, Construction and Trade had less than their theoretical foreseen values. The only change face to 2010, is that Trade sector, in 2010 had a greater Value added than the theoretical one, but not also in 2011. The Value added of all sectors was greater in 2011, face to 2010.
Economic Diffusion in European Union, in 2010 and 2011
The demand and the offer of the sectors create interconnections which in the dynamism of economic activity define the backward and the forward linkages.
The "backward linkages" is defined in relation with the demand side of a sector, summing the connections with the sectors from which it purchases for increasing its own production. The backward linkages are described by the output multipliers which reflect the direct and indirect requirements; they are the column sums of the inverse Leontief matrix.
The "forward linkages" refers to the supplying side of a sector whose output is sold to the other sectors. The output coefficients for EU economy represent market shares of different sectors, referring to the output distribution. The direct effects of the forward linkages are measured by the row totals of the output coefficients of matrix A, but the forward linkages which measure also the direct and indirect effects of the sectors output throughout the final uses are given by the row sums of elements of (I -A) -1 , inverse matrix Leontief of output coefficients.
The domestic intermediates refer to all inter-flows between the sectors of EU economy. This context is used here to assess the forward and backward linkages. The direct effects are comprised in the direct and indirect effects. Table 14 at the backward linkages of Manufacturing sector, we can see that for 1 million euro of final demand in this sector, the total effect induced in EU economy was 2.1947 million euro in 2010 and 2.1612 million euro in 2011 -the output multipliers of this sector. This aspect could be positive, because of a lower effort for obtaining 1 million euro, but the forward linkage was also lower in 2011 face to 2010 and this sector had the greatest internal requirements of its own consumption about 1.5825 in 2010, and continued to increase at 1.5848 in 2011, as it can be seen in Table 7 and Table 8 . The situation is different for Construction sector, where both the internal consumption and the backward and forward linkages decreased in 2011 face to 2010.
Regarding in
In both analyzed years, Agriculture sector had the highest values of forward linkages, being the most supply-oriented; its output had been sold into the entire EU economy with the highest multipliers of 2.5476 in 2010 and 2.4972 in 2011. For 1 million euro of agricultural output increasing, in 2010, the direct and indirect effects of sold output were 2,547,600 euro, from which the direct effects value was 733,000 euro. In 2011, for all sectors, we can conclude that both the forward and backward linkages were lower than in 2010. Looking at direct effects of backward linkages we notice that Business services sector had a slowly increasing of direct requirements in 2011.
In both years, Manufacturing and Construction had their backward linkages greater than their forward linkages, meaning that these two sectors are more resourceful demanding from the other sectors, than they are selling to the other sectors. The same characteristic was available for their direct effects in EU economy, in both years.
Calculating the absolute values corresponding to the relative backward and forward linkages effects of final demand of 2010 and 2011, in Table 15 , we can compare the structures of the direct and indirect effects throughout EU economy.
The structure of sectoral output should have been comprised in the intervals determined by the structures of sectoral backward linkages and forward linkages. The structures of the backward linkages from Table 15 , are presented in Figure 2 . The structures of backward linkages show the structure of economic production costs; over 40% of economic activity is paid by Manufacturing sector.
The structures of the forward linkages, from Table 15 , and presented in Figure 3 , show rather a stability of the direct and indirect effects of EU supplying sectors for EU final uses. The proportions of forward linkages of sectors describe their market shares in the final uses.
The sectoral outputs must include also the forward and backward effects of imports. Considering the absolute forward linkages of imports in EU economy, from Table  16 , we can compare the structures of sectoral imports both in 2010 and 2011 with the structure of their backward linkages in Figure 4 , respectively in Figure 5 . The real structure of imports in EU economy, in both years, presents high proportions for Agriculture, even if the backward linkages show low weights of requirements for this sector. The Manufacturing had the largest proportion of requirements, close to 50%, which was highly satisfied.
The theoretical structure of direct and indirect effects of imports in EU economy in 2011 is quite close to that from 2010. The effective sectoral structure of imports were slowly different for Manufacturing which had increased in 2011 face to 2010; Agriculture had decreased in 2011, with approximate 6% face to the same sector import, in 2010. The theoretical structures described by the requirements of imports through backward linkage are similar in both analyzed years, but they are different face to the effective sectoral structures of imports.
The sums of backward linkages of sectors are exactly the volumes of imports both in 2010 and in 2011, as it can be seen in Table 15 and Table 16 . The explanation is that the imports were used completely, based on the direct and indirect requirement of economic sectors.
Looking at Figure 6 , to the structure of forward linkage effects of imports in EU economy, for the two years, and comparing them, we conclude that they are very close to each other.
Products of imports in Agriculture are not bought for the categories of final uses of this sector, also is the case of Business services sector. A proportion of 57% of Manufacturing production is sold to the other sectors as intermediate and to final uses. The volumes of forward linkage of imports in EU economy, from Table 16 , are very large, showing that there is still place for action.
The backward and forward linkages describe the inter-relations between sectors output, in each year. They are reflecting the required efforts, respectively the resulted effects in final uses.
At EU macro level the structure of production costs required in the entire EU economy for 1 unit of final demand, e.g. for 1 million euro, should be approximately the same with the structure of sectoral revenues received by selling their output.
The effective structure of sectoral output should lie in the interval delimited by backward linkages as lower limit and forward linkages as upper limit. The sectors for which the limits of backward and forward linkages are reversed, in Figure 7 , still have some managerial problems of efficiency within them; these sectors were in 2010: Construction and Trade.
Comparing the effective structure of sectoral output in 2010, from Figure 8 , with both the backward and forward linkage in 2010, from Figure 7 , we conclude that Manufacturing and Other services sectors didn't attain the lower limit of the possibilities offered by their backward linkages.
The weights for sectoral outputs from Figure 8 are very similar for the two years, showing that the inter-sectoral relations described by technical matrices of input and output coefficients are slowly changing from one year to another.
The structures of sectoral output in 2010 and 2011 are very close between them and close both to the structure of effects induced in EU economy by the backward and forward linkages, presented in Figure 7 and Figure 9 . In 2011, Construction and Trade are the same sectors as in 2010, for which the limits of backward and forward linkages are reversed, in Figure 9 .
Analyzing also the structures of value added by sectors of EU economy, in Figure  10 , we see that Manufacturing and Construction have lower proportions than the weights of their output, of forward and backward linkages. The sector Other services brought the highest proportions of value added. The sectoral structures of value added in EU economy are very close both in 2010 and 2011.
Conclusions
Using the input-output model of analysis, the paper presents different structural aspects of EU economy in two consecutive years: 2010 and 2011, latest years for which Eurostat had defined the input-output tables for EU27. Summarizing the data of economic branches in six sectors, we elaborated the condensed input-output tables for European Union economy, in 2010 and 2011 and we estimated the EU GDP, in both years, using the three methods of GDP estimation.
For each year, we have calculated the input coefficients and the output multipliers for EU economy, on which basis we have calculated the direct and indirect effects for the inputs of production activities throughout EU economy. Economic diffusion in European Union, in 2010 and 2011 was explained based on the interconnections between the demand and the offer of the six sectors. The dynamism and the structure of economic activity were defined in terms of backward and forward linkages both for intermediate consumption and for imports.
The analyses of sectoral structures of backward and forward linkages, and their absolute effects starting from the final demand, were compared with the effective structures of sectors output, sectoral imports, sectoral value added, in 2011 face to 2010.
The limits of this research lie in the assumptions of input-output model, which supposes fully respected the relationships between sectors, the theoretical aspects about substitution and competition processes.
Resuming the data to only six sectors could appear less important for the managers within the sectors, but it could be very useful for EU level top-managers, who establish the stable way of EU development on medium and long term.
The analysis of economic sectoral structure of EU should be done on more than two years, usually on a longer period in order to identify some tendencies in the sectoral changes.
This kind of analysis could be applied within a sector, to describe the relations between the industries of the sector and the relationships with other sectors. The EU managers could find the economic policies in a more informed framework, which envisages the whole economy of EU.
The structural input and output coefficients offer an image about the structure of economic costs in comparison with the market shares and the structure of revenues, at the level for which the analysis is undertaken: company, industry, sector, country, or region.
The further researches could envisage sectoral aspects of productivity, employment, analysis of households' income in correlation with the compensation of employees, efficiency of investments and gross capital formation, efficiency analysis of imports and exports and other aspects related to the reactions of price indices at different changes of prices in one sector or aspects of environment protection. The input-output model could be a useful forecasting tool and based on the technological matrix of Leontief there can be forecasted the flows for the next year.
National sectoral structures of EU member states could offer a framework to identify some profiles of development within EU and the way the European policies have been implemented. The national profile of each EU member state could show both a national specificity in accordance with geography, history, religion, customs and cultural values, but also with the current development stage. The deviations of the national sectoral profiles face to the EU sectoral profile, i.e. face to the backward and forward linkages, could reveal some opportunities for future development of the analyzed countries.
The classifications of industries, of products and of production activities, already being established at EU level, but also at national level, in the statistical data transmission system to Eurostat, should be the base for the development of national information systems of automatically reporting of sectoral cash flows, when the commercial transactions take place. The development of information technology and communications offer huge possibilities to implement such databases which could be automatically loaded in a dynamic and telematic way. Then preparing the reports at industrial or branch level, or at sectoral level could be easily obtained. A tremendous efficiency of data reporting could also be overspread over the social and economic activity of each country. Tables, adding environmental 
